Danube, while the five other votes were the votes of Danuhe
states. One would think that the convocation of a Danuhe
conference should be the affair of the Danube states them-
selves, and there is absolutely no reason to fear that this
-would prejudice the interests of the Allies, or of any other
state in general. But no regard is paid to this, just as no
regard is paid to Ihe fact that the ground for the convocation
of such a conference is still absolutely unprepared. Never-
theless, it is desired to force through the convocation of a
Danube conference of a definite composition, taking advan-
tage of the bloc vote that has been cemented bore against
the votes of all the Danube states. Is this correct? Does this
method accord with democratic principles, does it accord
with the interest of establishing a democralic peace? Not in
any way. We certainly cannot agree with such methods.
The facts I have cited are illustrative of the incorrect
attitude and impermissible methods which are being em-
ployed at this Conference against small states. Yet we hear
no voices of protest raised against this on the part of the
chartered champions of small states, when the interests of
Ihe small democracies on the Danube are involved. For in-
stance, the Australian and certain other delegations have
time and again come forward at the Conference, claiming
to defend the rights of small states. But when the. United
States and Great Britain went so far as to exert pressure
on the small Danube states, neither the, Australian nor
certain other delegations seemed to notice what was happen-
ing. Perhaps they like such, treatment of small states, but
the Soviet Union cannot acquiesce in it.
The Soviet Union regards such methods of exerting in-
fluence on small states as impermissible. The Soviet Union
will insist on small states being treated humanly. Tt can-
not be allowed that strong Powers, which happen today to
have plenty of dollars or pounds sterling in their pock >ts,
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